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The Grand Jury in and for the District of New Jersey,
sitting at Newark, charges:
COUNT_ONE
1. At tines relevant to this Indictnent:

| NDI VI DUALS AND ENTI TI ES

a. Huntingdon Life Sciences (“HLS’) was a corporation
organi zed under the laws of the State of Delaware with its
princi pal place of business at the Princeton Research Center, 100
Mettlers Lane, East M| Istone, New Jersey. HLS trades on the
stock exchange as conmpany synbol LSRI. HLS was started and
mai ntains facilities in the United Kingdom It is one of the
| eadi ng pharmaceutical testing conpanies. As part of its drug
testing procedures, many of which are mandated by | aw, HLS uses

animals for, anong other things, testing the safety of drugs and



chem cal s that various manufacturers seek to bring to market.
HLS is an “animal enterprise” as that termis defined by Title
18, United States Code, Section 43(d)(1), in that it is a
commercial enterprise that uses animals for research and testing.
As part of its business operation, HLS utilizes a website as well
as e-mail

b. Stop Huntingdon Animal Cruelty, USA (“SHAC') was a
not-for-profit corporation incorporated under the | aws of the
State of Delaware, with its principal place of business |ocated
in New Jersey. SHAC is an organization first started in the
Uni ted Ki ngdom and then incorporated in the United States. SHAC

was formed to interrupt the business of HLS and ultinately to
force it to cease operations altogether due to its use of animals
for research and testing. SHAC has used a nulti-pronged attack
agai nst HLS targeting its workers and sharehol ders as well as
conpani es (and their enpl oyees) which received services from or

provided themto, HLS. SHAC distributed a newsletter and
operated a series of websites that dissemnated its animal rights
i deol ogy and furthered its m ssion by, anong other things,
posting information relating to individuals and organi zati ons
that SHAC targeted for action. This information included the
names, addresses and ot her personal information about individuals
who were enployed by HLS and ot her targeted conpanies. These

websites included ww. shacusa. net; wwv. Shacaneri ca. com

www. shacaneri ca. net: ww. Sshacanerica.orqg; ww.stephenskills.com
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and www. decenber 1. com (hereinafter sonetines collectively

referred to as the “SHAC Wbsite”). The activities of SHAC and

t he SHAC Website were chosen and coordi nated at various tines by
t he defendants KEVIN KIONAS, a/k/a “Kevin Jonas,” al/k/a “Steve
Shore,” alkl/a “Jim Fareer,” LAUREN GAZZOLA, al/k/a “Angel a
Jackson,” al/k/a “Danielle Mtthews,” JACOB CONROY, JOSHUA HARPER,
ANDREW STEPANI AN, and DARI US FULLMER.

c. Defendant KEVIN KIONAS, a/k/a “Kevin Jonas,” alk/a
“Steve Shore,” al/k/a “JimFareer” was the President of SHAC and
resided in New Jersey.

d. Defendant LAUREN GAZZOLA, a/k/a “Angela Jackson,”
a/k/a “Danielle Matthews” was the canpai gn coordi nator for SHAC
and resided in New Jersey.

e. Defendant JACOB CONROY was affiliated with SHAC and
resided in New Jersey.

f. Defendant JOSHUA HARPER was affiliated with SHAC
and resided in Seattle, Wshington.

g. Defendant ANDREW STEPANI AN was affiliated with SHAC
and resided in New York.

h. Defendant DARIUS FULLMER was affiliated with SHAC
and resided in New Jersey.

i. Defendant JOHN MCCEE was affiliated with SHAC and
resided in New Jersey.

j. “S. Inc.” was an investnent banking firmwth its

princi pal place of business in Little Rock, Arkansas. As part of



its business operation, S. Inc. utilized a website as well as e-
mai |

k. “M Corp.” was a conpany with its principal place
of business in New York, New York, which provided insurance
br oker age services on behalf of |arge corporations and ot hers.
As part of its business operation, M Corp. utilized a website as
well as e-mail.

. “@ was a conpany headquartered in New York, New
York, involved in investing in conpanies on behal f of clients.
As part of its business operation, Qutilized a website as well
as e-mail

m “W Corp.” was a conpany headquartered in Jersey
City, New Jersey, involved in trading the stock of publicly
traded conpani es on behal f of clients. As part of its business
operation, W Corp. utilized a website as well as e-mail.

n. “BNY” was a financial institution having its
princi pal place of business in New York, New York, which provided
financial services to individuals and corporations. As part of
its business operation, BNY utilized a website as well as e-mail

o. “C. Corp.” was a global pharmaceutical conpany
headquarted in Eneryville, California. As part of its business
operation, C. Corp. utilized a website as well as e-nail

2. Fromat |east as early as Cctober, 2001, through
February, 2004, at Sonmerset, in the District of New Jersey, and

el sewhere, defendants



STOP HUNTI NGDON ANI MAL CRUELTY, USA | NC.,
KEVI N KJIONAAS, a/k/a “Kevin Jonas,”
alkl/la “Steve Shore,” a/k/a “Jim Fareer,”
LAUREN GAZZOLA,
a/ k/a “Angel a Jackson,” al/k/a “Danielle Mtthews,”
JACOB CONROY,
JOSHUA HARPER,
ANDREW STEPANI AN
DARI US FULLMER, and
JOHN MCGEE

did knowingly and willfully conmbine, conspire and agree with one
another and others to use a facility in interstate and foreign
commerce for the purpose of causing physical disruption to the
functioning of HLS, an animal enterprise, and intentionally
damage and cause the | oss of property used by HLS, in an anount

exceedi ng $10, 000.

OBJECT OF THE CONSPI RACY

3. It was the object of the conspiracy to physically
di srupt the operations of HLS and drive it out of business either
by: (a) directly disrupting the business of HLS or (b) disrupting
t he busi ness of conpanies that either provided services to, or
pur chased services from HLS, thereby forcing those businesses to
cease doing business with HLS and nake it inpossible for HLS to
conduct its business.

MANNER AND MEANS

4. It was part of the conspiracy that the defendants
enbarked on a canpaign to enlist animal rights activists to
engage in activity nmeant to harmthe business of HLS in any

manner avai |l abl e.



5. It was further part of the conspiracy that e-nai
and web- based conmuni cations were used to dissem nate information
and coordi nate the canpaign to shut down HLS.

6. It was further part of the conspiracy that the
def endant s espoused and encouraged others to engage in “direct
action,” which as described by SHAC invol ved activities that
“operate outside the confines of the |egal system”™ For
i nstance, the SHAC Wbsite posted what it terned the “top 20
terror tactics,” which described “direct actions” that could be
t aken agai nst conpani es or individuals such as:

denonstrations at one’s hone using a | oudspeaker;

abusive graffiti, posters and stickers on one’'s car and
house;

i nvadi ng offices and, damagi ng property and stealing
docunent s;

chai ni ng gates shut, and bl ocki ng gates;

physi cal assault including spraying cleaning fluid into
one’ s eyes;

smashi ng the wi ndows of one’s house while the
individual’s famly was at hone;

fl oodi ng one’ s hone while the individual was away;
vandal i zi ng one’s car;

firebonbi ng one’s car;

bonb hoaxes;

t hreateni ng tel ephone calls and letters including
threats to kill or injure one’'s partner or children;

e-mail bonmbs in an attenpt to crash conputers

sendi ng continuous bl ack faxes causing fax machines to
burn out;



t el ephone bl ockades by repeated dialing to prevent the
use of the tel ephone; and

arrangi ng for an undertaker to call to collect one’s
body.

7. 1t was further part of the conspiracy to conduct
t el ephone and e-mail blitzes, fax blitzes and conputer bl ockades
against HLS in order to divert HLS enployees fromtheir regular
wor k.

8. It was further part of the conspiracy that
i nformati on woul d be di ssem nated through the SHAC Wbsite to
coordi nate conputer attacks on HLS with the intent of causing
damage to, or shutting down, HLS conputer systens.

9. It was further part of the conspiracy that SHAC
woul d post the nanes, addresses, hone tel ephone nunbers and ot her
personal information of HLS enpl oyees on the SHAC Wbsite and
encour age people to engage in acts of harassnment and intimdation
agai nst those HLS enpl oyees at their hones, through mailings,

t el ephone calls, hone denonstrations, vandalismof their real and
personal property and other “direct action,” in an attenpt to

pl ace themin reasonable fear of serious bodily injury and/or
death and cause targets to resign fromHLS and thereby further

di srupt HLS business activities.

10. It was further part of the conspiracy that acts of
intimdation and vandal i sm perpetrated on HLS enpl oyees woul d be
reported on the SHAC Website in a manner designed to foster
addi ti onal acts against those sane enpl oyees as well as others

whose personal information had been posted on the SHAC Website.



11. It was further part of the conspiracy that acts
perpetrated on HLS and its enpl oyees, which were reported on the
SHAC Website, would be used as exanples in order to intimdate,
harass and threaten other individuals and conpani es and pl ace
individuals in a reasonable fear of serious bodily injury and/or
deat h.

12. It was further part of the conspiracy that each
week SHAC desi gnated a conpany that was either doi ng business
with HLS or was a custonmer of HLS as the “target of the week” in
order to make that conpany the victimof “direct action” by
animal rights supporters and force the conpany to cease its
busi ness rel ationship with HLS.

13. It was further part of the conspiracy that SHAC
targeted certain conpanies on an ongoing basis in order to
pressure those conpanies into ceasing their business
relationships with HS. SHAC and the defendants sel ected as
“ongoi ng targets” certain conpanies deened vital to HLS ability
to maintain its business operation.

14. It was further part of the conspiracy that once a
conpany was either a “target of the week” or an ongoing target of
t he canpai gn to shut down HLS, those conpani es woul d be subject
to many of the sane “direct actions” that HLS itself was
subjected to. Thus, these target conpanies would be the
reci pients of tel ephone and e-mail blitzes, fax blitzes and
conput er bl ockades designed to harmtheir businesses and thereby

force themto cease doing business with HLS.



15. It was further part of the conspiracy that
i nformati on woul d be di ssem nated through the SHAC Wbsite to
coordi nate conputer attacks on certain “targets of the week” or
“ongoing targets” in order to cause danage to, or shut down, the
conput er systens of the target conpany.

16. It was further part of the conspiracy that once a
conpany was either a “target of the week” or an “ongoing target,”
enpl oyees of those conpanies woul d be subject to many of the sane
“direct actions” that HLS enpl oyees were subjected to. Thus, the
nanes, addresses, hone tel ephone nunbers and ot her personal
i nformati on of enployees of the target conpani es woul d be posted
on the SHAC Wbsite, and viewers of the website were encouraged
to engage in acts of harassment and intimdation agai nst those
enpl oyees at their hones, through mailings, telephone calls, hone
denonstrations and vandalism of their real and personal property.
This was done to threaten and intimdate individuals enployed by
conpani es doi ng business with HLS to place themin reasonable
fear of serious bodily injury and/or death and to cause themto
resign their positions. The defendants thereby intended to
di srupt the operations of the target conpanies and force themto
cease doing business with HLS, which in turn would disrupt HLS
busi ness.

17. It was further part of the conspiracy that the
SHAC Website reported on acts perpetrated on “targets of the
week” or “ongoing targets” and their enployees, to be used as

exanples to intimdate, harass and threaten other individuals and



conpani es and place individuals in a reasonable fear of serious
bodily injury and/or death.

18. It was further part of the conspiracy that
def endants and others woul d take steps to conceal their conduct
by, anong ot her things, using false nanes; using conputer
prograns designed to scranble e-mail nmessages so that they could
not be read or understood by anyone other than an i ndividual
havi ng the proper code; burning docunents; falsely attributing
conduct to other entities; and using conputer software to w pe
information fromconputer hard drives.

OVERT ACTS

In furtherance of the conspiracy and in order to effect
its object, the following acts were conmtted in the District of
New Jersey and el sewhere

|. THE ATTACKS ON HLS AND I TS EMPLOYEES

19. On or about February 15, 2001, the SHAC Wbsite
posted an announcenent which stated in part: “we’ll be at their
offices, at their doorsteps, on their phones or in their
conputers. There will be no rest for the w cked.”

20. On or about March 6, 2001, the SHAC Wbsite listed
the “top 20 terror tactics” that could be used agai nst
organi zations and individuals in order to harmHLS and ultimately
cause it to shut down.

21. On or about March 31, 2001, after the SHAC Website

posti ngs descri bed above, protesters appeared at the New Jersey
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resi dence of HJ, an HLS enpl oyee, and banged on the w ndows and
doors at his hone.

22. On or about April 2, 2001, after the SHAC Wbsite
posti ngs descri bed above, rocks were thrown through w ndows of
HJ's hone; one of the cars in HJ's driveway was overturned and
vandal i zed; and a second car in H)' s driveway was al so
vandal i zed.

23. On or about May 30, 2001, defendant JOHN MCCGEE and
anot her slashed the tires on the car of DD, an HLS enpl oyee, and
spray painted on his house.

24. After the May 30, 2001 attack on the hone of DD
t he SHAC Website posted nanes and hone addresses of HLS enpl oyees
and stated with respect to DD that his honme “was visited several
times, had car wi ndows broke, tires slashed, house spray painted
with slogans. His wife is reportedly on the brink of a nervous
breakdown and di vorce.”

25. In or about June, 2002, the SHAC Website announced
an electronic formof attack against HLS and posted a conputer
application designed to cause certain commands to be sent
automatically to the HLS website.

26. In or about June, 2002, individuals using the
above utility caused HLS server to overload, rendering it, and
hence the HLS website, inoperable.

27. On or about July 12, 2002, the SHAC Wbsite

announced that its “multi pronged attack on the workers,
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shar ehol ders and clients” of HLS was being successfully carried
out .

28. In or about Cctober, 2002, the SHAC Wbsite posted
an announcenent listing the honme address and tel ephone nunber of
CA, an HLS enpl oyee.

29. On or about Cctober 21, 2002, the SHAC Website
posted an announcenent relating to signs that were posted in and
around the Princeton, New Jersey area, which referred to CA as
“del uded and deranged” and |isted her hone address and tel ephone
nunber.

30. On or about Novenmber 17, 2002, the SHAC Wbsite
posted an announcenent stating, in part, that HJ and another HLS
enpl oyee “resigned after nonths of pressure, including protests,
property destruction, [and] phone bl ockades at hone and work.”

31. In or about Decenber, 2003, individuals engaged in
a “Distributed Denial of Service” against HLS known as a “Zonbie
Attack,” which caused the HLS website to be inoperable.

32. In or about Decenber, 2003, the SHAC Wbsite
reported on the “Zonbie Attack” on HLS, attributing the attack to
Russi an conput er hackers.

1. THE ATTACK ON S. | NC

33. In or about COctober, 2000, SHAC caused the website

wwwv. st ephenskills.comto be |aunched in order to apply pressure

on S. Inc. to cease doing business with HLS.
34. On or about February 28, 2001, the SHAC Wbsite

announced a successful electronic attack against S. Inc. which
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“saw over a thousand activists activate a floodnet programfrom
their conputers that enabled themto ‘flood” S. Inc.’s website
several tinmes per mnute with downl oad requests thereby slow ng
down and cl oggi ng up the system?”

35. On or about January 3, 2002, the SHAC Wbsite,
claimng that it received an anonynous report, announced that the
home of W5, the head of S. Inc., was vandalized in the early
nor ni ng hours of January 3. Specifically, the web-posting stated
that activists “junped over his gate to gain access to the front
of the house .... quickly smashed out his porch |lights and
w ndows, and as an alarmwent off, plastered the front of his
house with over 15 paint bonbs .... then spray painted PUPPY
KILLER on the sidewal k and ran off.”

[11. THE ATTACK ON M CORP.

36. In or about February 10, 2002, the SHAC Wbsite
listed M Corp. as a target. The SHAC website stated, “hitting

their insurance conpany will keep HLS on the defensive ... and
show SHAC sets the pace ... [L]et M** know that we are about to
rai se the premumon pain.” The website posting al so advi sed

readers to “stay tuned for office addresses and internal phone
nunbers.”

37. In or about March, 2002, the SHAC Wbsite |isted
t he nanes and addresses of various M Corp. enployees around the
United States including SD and MR I n addition, the SHAC website
listed, in certain instances, the hone tel ephone nunbers of M

Corp. enpl oyees; the nanes of their spouses; the nanes, ages and
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dates of birth of their children; where these children attended
school ; license plate nunbers of the enployees’ cars; and the
churches that the enployees and their famlies attended.

38. On or about March 9, 2002, the honme of SD, an
enpl oyee of M Corp., was vandali zed.

39. On or about March 10, 2002, the SHAC Website
posted a report of the vandalismat the hone of SD.

40. On or about March 9, 2002, the hone of MR an
enpl oyee of M Corp., was vandali zed.

41. On or about March 10, 2002 the SHAC Wbsite posted
a report of the vandalismat the honme of MR

42. On or about August 3, 2002 and dates thereafter,

i ndi vi dual s harassed MH and protested at the hone of MH, an
enpl oyee of a subsidiary of M Corp., whose hone address had been
posted on the SHAC Website.

43. On or about July 29, 2002, the SHAC Wbsite
announced that FT, a Director at M Corp., was scheduled to be at
the Lightpath Golf Tournament at the Meadowbrook Golf Club in New
York fromJuly 29 through August 4, 2002. The web posting al so
listed FT's hone address and hone tel ephone and fax nunber.

44. On or about July 30, 2002, the Meadowbr ook Col f
Club was vandalized; its putting greens were destroyed and the
words “FT pup-killer wz hea” were dug into the grass on one of
t he greens.

45. On or about August 1, 2002, the SHAC Wbsite

posted the foll owi ng nessage:
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The FT Commando Division of the Anim

Li beration Front clains responsibility for
the destruction of 4 greens and 4 hol es at

t he Meadowbr ook Gol f O ub/ PGA Li ght path
classic. FT, BMOC to M Corp., and his super
friends /League of Justice w eaked havoc upon
the course, sabotaging all of the PGA s week
| ong tournenment [sic]. The FT commandos dug
3 foot deep holes at 4 of the 18 holes,
renmoved the netal casings and flags, scarred
each putting green with different trenches
and hol es.

Danmages fromthis action may in fact exceed
hundreds of thousands of dollars between the
damage to the well-maintained golf course,
the disruption to the PGA event and to the
club itself.

46. On or about Septenber 17, 2002, the SHAC Wbsite

posted the following: “25 activists paid a visit to th

Pl andome hone of FT, director at M Corp.... Chants of

noney!

yacht !’

hi s beach!, bl ood noney! - his pool!, blood np

e posh
‘ bl ood

ney! -

hi s

and bul | horn speakouts describing his role in the nurder

of 500 aninmals daily drove neighbors out of their houses to see

what was all the commotion....”

47. On or about Septenber 19, 2002, individu

al s

vandal i zed the hone of FT, spray painting the words “nurder,”

“l eave town,” and “M** pull out of HLS" on his and his

nei ghbor’ s property.

48. On or about Septenber 21, 2002, the SHAC Wbsite

posted the foll ow ng:

Last evening nenbers of the Aninmal Liberation
Front, paid a visit to the hone of FT,
honorary director to M Corp. W have been
noni toring the protection and hone for quite
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sonme time now, FT we were well aware of the
security patrols at your home, the guards and
their shift changes and the fact that | ast
week they cut the security from24 hrs. a
day, every day, to fri/sat/Sunday and then
decided to go back to full tinme security. Dd
you think that arned guards or the
installation of notion sensors, caneras,
lights, and steel grating around your
basenment w ndows woul d sonmehow nmake the
animal |iberation novenment go away? O
course not!

Last evening we waited for your security

guard to fall asleep then went right in under

their noses and got to painting, |eaving your

house a red bl oody ness, just |ike your

hands!

FT's hone was donned with anti-HLS and ALF

sl ogans, the words “killer” and “nmurderer

| eave town” can be seen all the way across

t he har bor.
The posting went on to threaten that this was “only the
begi nni ng.”

49. On or about June 15, 2002, individuals vandalized
t he hone of RH, an enployee of M Corp

50. On or about August 10, 2002, nenbers of the
conspiracy, including defendant LAUREN GAZZOLA, assenbl ed outside
t he hone of RH, an enployee of M Corp. and, using a nmegaphone,
threatened RH, his wife and famly wth burning down their hone.

51. On or about August 11, 2002, SHAC Wbsite posted a
report of the denonstration at the home of RH

52. On or about April 21, 2002, individuals assenbl ed
out side the home and on the deck and private property surroundi ng

the hone of M., an M Corp. enployee. The denonstrators banged
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on the honme and its wi ndows, and shouted that they knew where M
wor ked, knew where M. |ived and woul d be back.

53. On or about July 10, 2002, a snoke bonb was set
off at the offices of a subsidiary of M Corp. in Seattle,
Washi ngt on causing the evacuation of a high-rise office tower,
and a second snoke bonmb was set off at the offices of M Corp. in
Seattl e, Washington, causing the evacuation of that high-rise
office tower as well. After these events, the SHAC Wbsite
posted a report about the snoke bonb attacks.

V. THE ATTACK ON Q

54. On or about Cctober 23, 2001, an e-nmail was sent
to animal rights activists targeting Q as an “hls: Investor of
the week.” The e-mail also listed personal information regarding
PQ a principal of Q including his hone address; hone tel ephone
nunber; the address of his vacation home and its tel ephone
nunber; the make and |icense plate nunber of his autonobile; a
description of himand his wife; the nane of his dog; and his
brot her’s nane, address and hone tel ephone nunber. The e-nai
st at ed:

Now nore than ever, we need to hit hls’'s
other two original investors who have
callously stood by the |l ab through two
dammi ng under cover investigations. |In the
Financial Tinmes article P***** (QFx*x*x jg
guoted as saying, ‘W have received a | ot of
harassnent, but it hasn’t changed our
position.” Since both have been |isted as

| nvestor of the Wek before and have not
budged from their backing of animl cruelty,
we have decided to be nore stern in our
tactics and strategic in our focus. Belowis
not only the contact information for Qs

of fice but al so personal information

17



anonynously | eaked to SHAC- USA t hat i ncl ude
t he phone nunbers and addresses of his hones.

55. On or about February 3, 2002, individuals broke
wi ndows and spl ashed paint at the building where PQ resided.

56. In or about February, 2002, the SHAC Wbsite
reported the vandalismthat occurred at the residence of PQ

V. THE ATTACK ON W CORP

57. In or about July, 2001, the SHAC Wbsite listed W
Corp. as a Market Maker of the Wek, thereby targeting W Corp.
for direct action.

58. On or about July 11, 2001, in a matter of hours
over 2 mllion e-mails were sent through W Corp.’s conputer.
This barrage of e-mails conprom sed the conputer server and
caused damage to W Corp.’s operations.

59. On or about Septenber 10, 2002, W Corp. received
a letter from SHAC, signed by Angel a Jackson, an alias utilized
by def endant LAUREN GAZZOLA, requesting witten confirmation that
W Corp had ceased as a Market Maker of HLS stock stating: “If
we can obtain a statenment, on conpany |etterhead confirmng that
[W Corp.] no longer acts as a Market Maker for LSRI, and has no
intention of doing so in the future, we are happy to contact our
supporters and confirmthat the canpai gn against [W Corp] has
ended. This should bring a pronpt end to the phone calls and
faxes and e-mails your conpany is receiving.”

VI. THE ATTACK ON BNY

60. Fromat least as early as in or about April, 2001,
the SHAC Website |isted BNY as a target.
18



61. On or about May 13, 2001, defendants KEVI N
KIJONAAS, LAUREN GAZZOLA, ANDREW STEPANI AN, DARI US FULLMER and
ot hers appeared at the doorstep of BNY enpl oyee TP's honme and
shout ed, cursed and threatened his w fe.

62. After the May 13, 2001 verbal attack upon TP s
wi fe, the SHAC Wbsite reported the incident.

63. On or about July 24, 2001, the hone of BR, a BNY
enpl oyee, was vandalized and his boat was damaged. According to
a SHAC press release: BR s “Anmeri kkkan Fl ag was | owered and
di scarded like the trash it is, and replaced with the only flag

that matters, a pirate flag!”

VI. THE ATTACK ON C.CORP

64. On or about May 29, 2003, the SHAC Wbsite
announced that C. Corp., a global pharmaceutical conmpany, was a
target of the SHAC canpaign. Referring to C. Corp. enployees,
the SHAC Wbsite stated: “W know where you are, we know what
you | ook |i ke we know where you socialize and best of all we know
where you |ive!”

65. On or about August 18, 2003, the SHAC Wbsite
announced that animal rights activists had denonstrated at the
home of KS, a C. Corp. enployee, and that they had “swarnmed her

nei ghbor hood, taking over her street...”
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66. On or about August 21, 2003, the SHAC Wbsite
announced that animal rights activists had denonstrated at the
home of KS and spent tine “littered throughout her surrounding
nei ghbor hood, tal king out on the bullhorn...”

67. On or about Septenber 16, 2003, the SHAC Website
announced that animal rights activists had denonstrated at the
honme of KS and stated “at about 12 amwe bid hima fond goodni ght
and left questioning: So K**** did you tuck your famly into bed
and explain why we were out there, or were you too cowardly to be
hone? Either way, we wn. Because WE ALVWAYS WN.”

68. On or about October 15, 2003, the SHAC Website
posted the foll ow ng:

Kex**x “the killer” St***** of C. Corp.’s

t oxi col ogy departnent has been infiltrated.

She is a longtine treasurer of the Cascade

Oienteering Club.... The Cub’'s Oficers;

board nmenbers; co-ordinators, and nenbers

have all been witten polite e-mails

expl aining the nature of Kr*** Srxx*x*x djrty

busi ness. They were then asked for personal

or enbarrassing information on K****_ \Wen

no one responded in days they were bonbarded

with e-mails depicting K**** as the col d-

bl ooded killer she is. The Cub’s e-mai

list had al so been infiltrated, and now

nothing is secret.

The web posting went on to list information about the club and
its menbers including their nanmes, honme addresses, hone tel ephone
nunbers and personal e-mail addresses.

69. On or about the |late evening of May 15, 2003, and
the early norning hours of May 16, 2003, animal rights activists

protested at the honme of AH with bull horns.
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70. On or about May 16, 2003, the SHAC Wbsite posted
a report of the denonstration at the hone of AH stating:

Very early this nmorning . Corp.] enployees

and board nenbers woke up to the sounds of

activists scream ng though bull horns,

personal alarnms blaring in the front yards

and to find flyers with their pictures, nanmes

and addresses posted up around their

nei ghbor hoods exposing the sick ani ma
killing scumthat they are.

71. On or about August 18, 2003, individuals went to
t he hone of AH and, pounded on her front door, rang her door bel
and shouting “open the door you fucking bitch.”

In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section
43.
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COUNT TWO

1. Paragraphs 1, 6, 9-14, 16-18, 36-39, 42, 49-51 of
Count One of this Indictnment are repeated and realleged as if
fully set forth herein.

2. Fromat |east as early as March, 2001 through in or
about Decenber, 2002 at Sonerset, in the District of New Jersey,
and el sewhere, the defendants

STOP HUNTI NGDON ANI MAL CRUELTY, USA, | NC.
KEVI N KIONAAS, a/k/a “Kevin Jonas,”
a/kla “Steve Shore,” alk/a “Jim Fareer,”
LAUREN GAZZOLA, al/k/a *“Angela Jackson,”
alk/a “Danielle Mtthews,” and
JACOB CONROY
did knowingly and wilfully conbine, conspire and agree with one
another and with others to use a facility in interstate and
foreign conmmerce to engage in a course of conduct that placed a
person, a nmenber of the immediate famly of that person, or a
spouse or intimate partner of that person, in reasonable fear of
death or serious bodily injury to any of the persons descri bed
above, with the intent to place a person in another State in
reasonabl e fear of the death of, or serious bodily injury to,
t hat person or any of the persons described above, contrary to
Title 18, United States Code, Section 2261A(2).

3. Defendants and others commtted overt acts in
furtherance of the conspiracy as set forth in paragraphs 1, 6, 9-
14, 16-18, 36-39, 42 and 49-51 of Count One of this Indictnent in
order to effect its object.

In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section
371.
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COUNT _THREE

1. Paragraphs 1, 6, 9-14 and 36-39 of Count One of
this Indictnment are repeated and realleged as if fully set forth
her ei n.

2. Fromat least as early as March 9, 2002 through in
or about Decenber, 2002 at Sonerset, in the District of New
Jersey, and el sewhere, the defendants

STOP HUNTI NGDON ANI MAL CRUELTY, USA, | NC

KEVI N KIONAAS, a/k/a “Kevin Jonas,”
a/kla “Steve Shore,” alk/a “Jim Fareer,”
LAUREN GAZZOLA, al/k/a *“Angela Jackson,”
alk/a “Danielle Mtthews,” and
JACOB CONROY

did knowingly and with the intent to place a person in another
State in reasonable fear of death or serious bodily injury to
that person, specifically SD, or a nenber of the imediate famly
of SD, or a spouse or intimate partner of SD, use a facility in
interstate and foreign comerce to engage in a course of conduct
that placed SD in reasonable fear of the death of, or serious
bodily injury to, SD or a nenber of the immediate famly of SD,
or a spouse or intimte partner of SD.

In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Sections

2261A and 2.

COUNT _FOUR
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1. Paragraphs 1, 6, 9-14 and 42 of Count One of this
I ndi ctnment are repeated and realleged as if fully set forth
her ei n.

2. Fromat |east as early as August 3, 2002 through in
or about Decenber, 2002 at Sonerset, in the District of New
Jersey, and el sewhere, the defendants

STOP HUNTI NGDON ANI MAL CRUELTY, USA, | NC

KEVI N KJONAAS, a/k/a *“Kevin Jonas,”
a/kla “Steve Shore,” alk/a “Jim Fareer,”
LAUREN GAZZOLA, al/k/a *“Angela Jackson,”
a/k/a “Danielle Mtthews,” and
JACOB CONROY

did knowingly and with the intent to place a person in another
State in reasonable fear of death or serious bodily injury to
t hat person, specifically WMH or a nenber of the imediate famly
of MH, or a spouse or intimate partner of MH, use a facility in
interstate and foreign comerce to engage in a course of conduct
that placed MH in reasonable fear of the death of, or serious
bodily injury to, WMH or a nenber of the immediate famly of M,
or a spouse or intimate partner of M.

In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Sections

2261A and 2.

COUNT _FI VE
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1. Paragraphs 1, 6, 9-14 and 49-51 of Count One of
this Indictnment are repeated and realleged as if fully set forth
her ei n.

2. Fromat |least as early as April 28, 2002 through in
or about Decenber, 2002 at Sonerset, in the District of New
Jersey, and el sewhere, the defendants

STOP HUNTI NGDON ANI MAL CRUELTY, USA, | NC.

KEVI N KJONAAS, a/k/a *“Kevin Jonas,”
a/k/a “Steve Shore,”al/k/a “Jim Fareer,”
LAUREN GAZZOLA, al/k/a *“Angela Jackson,”
a/k/a “Danielle Matthews,” and
JACOB CONROY

did knowingly and with the intent to place a person in another
State in reasonable fear of death or serious bodily injury to
t hat person, specifically RH, or a nenber of the imediate famly
of RH, or a spouse or intimate partner of RH, use a facility in
interstate and foreign comerce to engage in a course of conduct

that placed RH in reasonable fear of the death of, or serious
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bodily injury to, RH or a nenber of the imediate famly of RH

or a spouse or intimate partner of RH

In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Sections

2261A and 2.

A TRUE BI LL

FOREPERSON

CHRI STOPHER J. CHRI STI E
United States Attorney
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